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7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to the application filed 1 5 January 2002 and the 
Information Disclosure Statement filed 10 August 2004. 

2. Claims 1-20 are pending. Claims 1, 6, 11, and 16 are independent. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 10 August 2004 is in 
compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97. Accordingly, the information disclosure 
statement is being considered by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

As per dependent claim 1 0, the applicant discloses, "the system of claim 1 . . ." 
However, claim 1 is directed toward a method. This renders claim 10 indefinite. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 
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6. Claims 1-4, 6-9, and 11-19 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated 
by Shanahan et al. (EP 1 143356, 2001 ). 

As per independent claim 1 , Shanahan discloses a method for using extensible 
markup language to normalize documents, the method comprising the steps of: 

• Determining a type of object repository storing at least one object, the object 
comprising metadata (paragraph 003; paragraphs 008-009) 

• Identifying the at least one object stored in the at least one object repository 
(paragraph 0022; paragraph 0027) 

• Extracting at least one portion of the at least one object, wherein the at least one 
portion is extracted in extensible markup language (XML) format (Figure 4; 
paragraph 0020; paragraph 0027) 

• Transmitting the at least one portion to a processor (paragraph 0022; paragraph 
0027) 

• Processing the at least one portion (paragraph 0022; paragraph 0027) 

As per dependent claim 2, Shanahan discloses the method wherein some of the 
metadata is preserved (paragraph 0015: Here, the ability to maintain and expand on the 
meta-data is processing). 

As per dependent claim 3, Shanahan discloses the method wherein the 
metadata that is preserved includes at least one of author, title, subject, date created, 
date modified, list of modifiers, and link list information (paragraph 0015). 

As per dependent claim 4, Shanahan discloses the method further comprising 
the step of mapping at least one field in the at least one object with a field designation 
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identifier (paragraph 0021: Here, the data is mapped to tags such as <MYNAME> and 
<WANT>). 

As per independent claim 6, the applicant discloses the system for execution of 
the method of claim 1 . Claim 6 is subsequently rejected under Shanahan for disclosing 
information similar to that discloses in claim 1 . 

As per dependent claim 7, the applicant discloses the system for execution of the 
method of claim 2. Claim 7 is subsequently rejected under Shanahan for disclosing 
information similar to that discloses in claim 2. 

As per dependent claim 8, the applicant discloses the system for execution of the 
method of claim 3. Claim 8 is subsequently rejected under Shanahan for disclosing 
information similar to that discloses in claim 3. 

As per dependent claim 9, the applicant discloses the system for execution of the 
method of claim 4. Claim 9 is subsequently rejected under Shanahan for disclosing 
information similar to that discloses in claim 4. 

As per independent claim 1 1 , the applicant discloses the system for execution of 
the method of claim 1 . Claim 1 1 is subsequently rejected under Shanahan for 
disclosing information similar to that discloses in claim 1 . 

As per dependent claim 12, the applicant discloses the system for execution of 
the method of claim 2. Claim 12 is subsequently rejected under Shanahan for 
disclosing information similar to that discloses in claim 2. 
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As per dependent claim 13, the applicant discloses the system for execution of 
the method of claim 3. Claim 13 is subsequently rejected under Shanahan for 
disclosing information similar to that discloses in claim 3. 

As per dependent claim 14, the applicant discloses the system for execution of 
the method of claim 4. Claim 14 is subsequently rejected under Shanahan for 
disclosing information similar to that discloses in claim 4. 

As per independent claim 15, Shanahan discloses the system wherein the 
processing means comprises at least one of a means for full-text indexing the at least 
one object, means for extracting metrics information from the at least one object, and 
means for categorizing the at least one object (paragraphs 0021-0026: Here, the 
information can be extracted, and changed and have additional information added). 

As per independent claim 16, the applicant discloses the processor readable 
medium comprising processor readable code for execution of the method of claim 1 . 
Claim 16 is subsequently rejected under Shanahan for disclosing information similar to 
that discloses in claim 1 . 

As per dependent claim 17, the applicant discloses the processor readable 
medium comprising processor readable code for execution of the method of claim 2. 
Claim 17 is subsequently rejected under Shanahan for disclosing information similar to 
that discloses in claim 2. 

As per dependent claim 18, the applicant discloses the processor readable 
medium comprising processor readable code for execution of the method of claim 3. 
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Claim 18 is subsequently rejected under Shanahan for disclosing information similar to 
that discloses in claim 3. 

As per dependent claim 19, the applicant discloses the processor readable 
medium comprising processor readable code for execution of the method of claim 4. 
Claim 19 is subsequently rejected under Shanahan for disclosing information similar to 
that discloses in claim 4. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not Identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 5, 10, and 20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shanahan in further view of Summerlin et al. (US 6553365, 2003) 

As per dependent claim 5, Shanahan discloses the limitations similar to those in 
claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Shanahan fails to specifically 
disclose the method wherein the processor comprises at least one of a full-text engine, 
a metrics engine, and a taxonomy engine. Summerlin discloses the method wherein 
the processor comprises at least one of a full-text engine, a metrics engine, and a 
taxonomy engine (Figure 6; column 12, lines 16-20: Here, the taxonomy engine 
searches the database). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Shanahan's method of using a metadata 
repository with Summerlin's taxonomy engine, since it would have allowed a user to 
search a metadata repository for information. 

As per dependent claim 10, the applicant discloses the system for execution of 
the method of claim 5. Claim 10 is subsequently rejected under Shanahan for 
disclosing information similar to that discloses in claim 5. 

As per dependent claim 20, the applicant discloses the processor readable 
medium comprising processor readable code for execution of the method of claim 5. 
Claim 20 is subsequently rejected under Shanahan for disclosing information similar to 
that discloses in claim 5. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Bax et al. US 20040205548A1 : Discloses extracting data from structured 
documents. 

• Dean et al. US 200201 52244A1: Discloses creating document type definitions. 

• Fittges et al. US006754648B1: Discloses storing and managing data. 

• Alexander US006732331 B1 : Discloses tag-delimited templates using metadata. 

• Ballantyne et al. US006687873B1 : Discloses reporting XML data. 
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• Lippert et al. US006626957B1: Discloses markup language and content 
mapping. 

• Saito et al. US006353840B2: Discloses extracting information from documents. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kyle R Stork whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
4130. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (7:00-3:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (703) 308-5465. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). £ 



Kyle Stork 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2178 
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PRIMARY EXAMfNCR 



